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ABSTRACT Interferon alpha (IFN-�) and IFN-� are type I IFNs that are induced by
virus infection and are important in the host’s innate antiviral response. EBV infec-
tion activates multiple cell signaling pathways, resulting in the production of type I
IFN which inhibits EBV infection and virus-induced B-cell transformation. We re-
ported previously that EBV tegument protein BGLF2 activates p38 and enhances EBV
reactivation. To further understand the role of BGLF2 in EBV infection, we used mass
spectrometry to identify cellular proteins that interact with BGLF2. We found that
BGLF2 binds to Tyk2 and confirmed this interaction by coimmunoprecipitation.
BGLF2 blocked type I IFN-induced Tyk2, STAT1, and STAT3 phosphorylation and the
expression of IFN-stimulated genes (ISGs) IRF1, IRF7, and MxA. In contrast, BGLF2 did
not inhibit STAT1 phosphorylation induced by IFN-�. Deletion of the carboxyl-
terminal 66 amino acids of BGLF2 reduced the ability of the protein to repress
type I IFN signaling. Treatment of gastric carcinoma and Raji cells with IFN-�
blocked BZLF1 expression and EBV reactivation; however, expression of BGLF2 re-
duced the ability of IFN-� to inhibit BZLF1 expression and enhanced EBV reactiva-
tion. In summary, EBV BGLF2 interacts with Tyk2, inhibiting Tyk2, STAT1, and STAT3
phosphorylation and impairs type I IFN signaling; BGLF2 also counteracts the ability
of IFN-� to suppress EBV reactivation.

IMPORTANCE Type I interferons are important for controlling virus infection. We
have found that the Epstein-Barr virus (EBV) BGLF2 tegument protein binds to a pro-
tein in the type I interferon signaling pathway Tyk2 and inhibits the expression of
genes induced by type I interferons. Treatment of EBV-infected cells with type I in-
terferon inhibits reactivation of the virus, while expression of EBV BGLF2 reduces the
ability of type I interferon to inhibit virus reactivation. Thus, a tegument protein de-
livered to cells during virus infection inhibits the host’s antiviral response and pro-
motes virus reactivation of latently infected cells. Therefore, EBV BGLF2 might pro-
tect virus-infected cells from the type I interferon response in cells undergoing lytic
virus replication.
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Type I interferons (interferon alpha [IFN-�] and IFN-�) are important components of
the host innate immune response that controls virus infection (1–4). The type I IFN

signaling pathway is initiated when IFN-� and/or IFN-� bind to their cognate receptors
IFN-� receptor 1 (IFNAR1) and IFNAR2, which trigger phosphorylation and activation of
the receptor-associated Janus kinases JAK and tyrosine kinase 2 (Tyk2). The activated
Janus kinases induce recruitment of the signal transducer and activator of transcription
protein 1 (STAT1) and STAT2 to IFNAR1 and IFNAR2, respectively. The recruited STATs
undergo phosphorylation, generating STAT1/2 heterodimers that associate with cyto-
plasmic IRF9, forming a heterotrimeric complex termed IFN-stimulating gene factor 3
(ISGF3) consisting of STAT1, STAT2, and IRF9 (5). ISGF3 translocates to the nucleus,
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binds to promoter sequences of ISGs, and induces their transcription, which result in
antiviral activities at multiple stages of virus replication (2, 6–11).

Epstein-Barr virus (EBV) infects oropharyngeal epithelial cells where the virus is
amplified, and B cells are subsequently infected. B cells, such as those in the tonsillar
crypts may also be infected directly. The virus is shed from epithelial cells of infected
persons and, subsequently, can infect EBV-naive persons. Thus, epithelial cells have an
important role in the viral life cycle.

EBV is the primary cause of infectious mononucleosis and is associated with a
number of malignancies, including Burkitt lymphoma and Hodgkin lymphoma. The
virus is also associated with several epithelial cell tumors, including nasopharyngeal
carcinoma and gastric carcinoma.

Infection of cells with EBV induces activation of multiple cell signaling pathways,
such as Toll-like receptors (TLRs) (12–15), NF-�B (16), IFN regulatory factor 3 (IRF3), and
IRF7 (17–20), that lead to the production of type I IFNs (21), phosphorylation of STAT1,
and transcription of ISGs during EBV lytic replication and latency. Two EBV latency
genes, EBV nuclear antigen-2 (EBNA-2) and latent membrane protein 1 (LMP1) induce
the expression of IFNs (22–25). EBNA-2-mediated IFN production in lymphoblastoid
cells lines (LCLs) results in the constitutive expression of type I IFN and activation of
STAT1. LMP1 expression also induces the secretion of type I IFN (24), likely through
activation of NF-�B and IRF7 (26). This induction of IFN by LMP1 results in phosphor-
ylation of STAT1 (27) and IRF7 that may assist in establishment and/or maintenance of
virus latency (28). EBV-encoded RNAs (EBERs), which are expressed abundantly in EBV
latently infected cells, can be secreted from EBV-infected cells and recognized by
Toll-like receptor 3 (TLR3), resulting in the production of type I IFN and inflammatory
cytokines (29).

Type I IFN has complex effects on EBV early gene expression and transformation.
IFN-� inhibits EBV early antigen when EBV replication is induced by chemicals or
superinfection but does not inhibit early antigen in cells spontaneously undergoing
lytic reactivation (30–33). IFN-� inhibits capping of CD21-EBV complexes (34), and EBV
transformation of B cells (35–37). However, virus lytic replication and some EBV
immortalized B cells show resistance to the antiproliferation effect of type I IFN due to
virus proteins produced during replication and latency proteins, such as EBNA-2 (23,
25). IFN-� does not inhibit EBV early antigen in cells, unless EBV replication is induced
by butyrate (32, 38). IFN-� also inhibits EBV transformation (37). Here, we show that EBV
tegument protein BGLF2 binds to Tyk2, inhibits STAT1 and STAT3 phosphorylation,
blocks type I IFN signaling, and counteracts the ability of IFN-�/� to inhibit reactivation
of EBV.

RESULTS
BGLF2 associates with Tyk2. We reported previously that the EBV tegument

protein BGLF2 activates p38 and JNK and enhances EBV reactivation (39), and BGLF2
was reported to activate AP-1 and increase EBV infectivity (40). To further understand
the role of BGLF2 in EBV infection, we transfected 293T cells with plasmids expressing
EBV BGLF2 or varicella-zoster virus (VZV) open reading frame 13 (ORF13) (as a control)
with carboxyl-terminal V5 tags (BGLF2-V5 or ORF13-V5, respectively). The cell lysates
were immunoprecipitated with V5-agarose beads, and immune complexes were ana-
lyzed by mass spectrometry. Tyk2 was found to associate with BGLF2, as well as two
proteins, NEK9 and GMIP, previously shown to interact with BGLF2 (41) (Fig. 1A).
Additional proteins interacting with EBV BGLF2, but not with the VZV ORF13 control,
are shown in Table S1 in the supplemental material. To confirm the interaction of BGLF2
with Tyk2, 293T/17 SF cells were transfected with plasmids expressing GFP, V5-tagged
BGLF2, or a V5-tagged carboxyl-terminal BGLF2 deletion mutant (BGLF2ΔC); cell lysates
were immunoprecipitated with V5-magnetic beads; and immune complexes were
immunoblotted with antibody to Tyk2 and other signaling molecules. BGLF2 associated
with Tyk2, but not with STAT1, STAT2, or STAT3 (Fig. 1B), while BGLF2ΔC did not
associate with Tyk2. Conversely, when cell lysates containing BGLF2 were immunopre-
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cipitated with Tyk2 antibody, BGLF2 (but not BGLF2ΔC) was present in the immune
complexes (Fig. 1C). BGLF2 and Tyk2 were also shown to associate in Raji cells (Fig. 1D
and E) and 293T-BGLF2-V5 cells (Fig. 1F and G), in which BGLF2 expression is induced
by doxycycline (39).

FIG 1 BGLF2 associates with Tyk2. (A) 293T cells were transfected with plasmids expressing V5-tagged BGLF2 or V5-tagged VZV
ORF13 as a control, and 24 h later the cells were washed with PBS and lysed with radioimmunoprecipitation assay (RIPA) buffer
in the presence of protease and phosphatase inhibitors. After centrifugation, the supernatant was immunoprecipitated with
V5-agarose beads and analyzed with mass spectrometry. Protein identification was based on UniProt, and spectral counts (total
number of fragmentation spectra that map to peptides of the protein) for BGLF2, NEK9, GMIP, and Tyk2 from cells expressing
BGLF2 or VZV ORF13 are shown. 293T/17 SF cells were transfected with GFP, BGLF2, or BGLF2ΔC for 48 h, and cell lysates were
immunoprecipitated with mouse anti-V5 (B) or rabbit anti-Tyk2 antibody (C). The precipitated immune complexes were
immunoblotted with antibody to Tyk2, STAT1, STAT2, STAT3, and V5 for BGLF2 and BGLF2ΔC. Raji cells were electroporated
with plasmids expressing GFP or BGLF2-V5, cell lysates were immunoprecipitated with Tky2 antibody (D) or mouse anti-V5 or
anti-flag (M2) antibody (E), and immunoblotting was performed with antibody to Tyk2 or V5 for BGLF2. 293T-BGLF2-V5 cells
were induced to express BGLF2 with doxycycline; cell lysates were immunoprecipitated with antibody to V5 for BGLF2 (F), or
Tyk2 or IgG (G); and immunoblotting was performed with antibody to Tyk2, V5 for BGLF2, STAT2, or STAT3.
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BGLF2 inhibits phosphorylation of Tyk2, STAT1, and STAT3 induced by type I
IFN. Since BGLF2 binds to Tyk2, we postulated that this interaction might modulate
Tyk2 phosphorylation and subsequent JAK-STAT signaling in the type I IFN pathway.
293T/17 SF cells were transfected with plasmids expressing GFP, BGLF2, or BGLF2ΔC;
48 h after transfection, the cells were treated with IFN-� (1,000 U/ml) for 20 min and the
levels of phosphorylated and total Tyk2, STAT1, STAT2, or STAT3 were assayed by
immunoblotting. Expression of BGLF2 in IFN-� treated cells resulted in reduced levels
of phosphorylated Tyk2 (p-Tyk2), phosphorylated STAT1 (p-STAT1), and phosphory-
lated STAT3 (p-STAT3), but not phosphorylated STAT2 (p-STAT2), compared with cells
expressing GFP or BGLF2ΔC (Fig. 2A and B). In IFN-�-treated 293T cells, BGLF2 (but not

FIG 2 BGLF2 suppresses type I interferon signaling. (A) 293T/17 SF cells were transfected with plasmids expressing GFP, BGLF2-V5, or BGLF2ΔC-V5 for 48 h and
then treated with IFN-� (1000 U/ml) for 20 min. Cell lysates were prepared for detection of BGLF2 (using V5 antibody) or phosphorylated or total Tyk2, STAT1,
STAT2, and STAT3. (B) One-way analysis of variance (ANOVA) statistics were used to quantitate the ratio of phosphoprotein to total protein in three separate
experiments. (C) 293T cells were transfected with plasmids expressing BGLF2-V5, BGLF2ΔC-V5, or GFP for 24 h and then treated with IFN-� for 20 min. (D) 293T
cells were transfected with plasmids expressing BGLF2-V5, BGLF2ΔC-V5, pcDNA3, or GFP for 48 h and treated with IFN-� (1000 U/ml) for 60 min; and cell lysates
were immunoblotted with antibodies to various proteins or to the V5 epitope to detect BGLF2. (E) 293T cells were transfected with plasmids expressing GFP
or BGLF2, and 24 h later the cells were treated with IFN-� (1,000 U/ml) for 3 h. ISG expression was measured by RT-PCR from cell lysates.
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BGLF2ΔC) increased levels of p-p38 and p-JNK relative to total p38 and JNK, as
described previously (39), and reduced the phosphorylation of Tyk2 (Fig. 2C).

To verify that BGLF2 has similar effects on IFN-�-treated cells, 293T cells were
transfected with plasmids expressing GFP, BGLF2, BGLF2ΔC, or empty vector; 48 h after
transfection, cells were treated with IFN-� (1000 U/ml) for 60 min or left untreated and
immunoblotting was performed. Levels of p-STAT1 and p-STAT3 in BGLF2, but not
BGLF2ΔC-transfected cells, were reduced relative to the total levels of these proteins,
while levels of p-p38 and p-JNK were increased in BGLF2, but not BGLF2ΔC-transfected
cells, compared to total p38 and JNK (Fig. 2D). In cells not treated with IFN-�, p-STAT1
and pSTAT-3 were not detected, while p-p38 and p-JNK were also increased in cells
expressing BGLF2.

Since BGLF2 inhibits type I IFN-induced STAT1 and STAT3 phosphorylation, we
measured the expression of several IFN-stimulated genes (ISGs). IRF1, IRF7, ISG15, and
MxA expression were assayed by real-time PCR (RT-PCR) in cells transfected with
plasmids expressing BGLF2 or GFP and treated with IFN-� for 3 h. Transcription of IRF1,
IRF7, and MxA, but not ISG15, was repressed by BGLF2 (Fig. 2E). Taken together, these
results indicate that BGLF2 can block type I IFN signaling by inhibiting phosphorylation
of Tyk2, STAT1, and STAT3; and BGLF2 reduces transcription of IRF1, IRF7, and MxA.

BGLF2 does not inhibit IFN-� signaling. IFN-� signals through IFN-� receptors �

and � (IFN�-R� and IFN�-R�, respectively) to trigger the phosphorylation of STAT1 via
phosphorylation of JAK1 and JAK2. Since BGLF2 interferes with STAT1 phosphorylation
induced by type I IFN signaling, we determined if BGLF2 is also able to reduce STAT1
phosphorylation induced by type II IFN-� signaling. 293T cells were transfected with
plasmids expressing BGLF2 or GFP and treated with IFN-�, IFN-�, or IFN-� for 60 min;
and levels of phosphorylated STAT1, total STAT1, BGLF2, and actin were measured.
BGLF2 blocked IFN-�, and IFN-� induced STAT1 phosphorylation, but not IFN-� induced
STAT1 phosphorylation (Fig. 3).

BGLF2 inhibits type I IFN suppression of EBV lytic replication in gastric carci-
noma cells. IFN is important for the innate immune response against virus infections.
IFN-� represses EBV lytic replication and suppresses BZLF1 expression and EBV reacti-
vation in latently infected Burkitt lymphoma cells when treated with a chemical inducer
of lytic replication (38). Since BGLF2 represses type I IFN signaling and enhances lytic
replication of EBV from latently infected cells (39), we postulated that BGLF2 inhibition
of IFN signaling may contribute to the ability of BGLF2 to enhance lytic replication of
EBV in the presence of type I IFN. We first determined if IFN-� inhibits EBV reactivation
in AGS-EBV-GFP gastric carcinoma cells. AGS-EBV-GFP cells were pretreated with dif-

FIG 3 BGLF2 does not inhibit IFN-� signaling. 293T cells were transduced with lentivirus expressing
BGLF2-V5 or GFP, and after 4 days the cells were treated with 1,000 U/ml of IFN-�, IFN-�, or IFN-� for
60 min. Lysates were immunoblotted with antibodies to p-STAT1, total STAT1, actin, and V5 to detect
BGLF2.
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ferent doses of IFN-�, and then methotrexate was added for 3 days to induce EBV
reactivation in the presence of IFN-�. EBV immediate early (IE) protein BZLF1 was
induced in methotrexate-treated cells, indicating that lytic virus gene expression was
occurring, while addition of IFN-� reduced methotrexate-induced BZLF1 expression
(Fig. 4A). We next determined if type I IFN was also able to block BGLF2 activation of
BZLF1. AGS-EBV-GFP and AGS-EBV-BGLF2 cells were treated with different doses of
IFN-� for 2 days, and cells were collected for the detection of BZLF1 expression. In
contrast to methotrexate treatment, IFN-� treatment did not suppress BGLF2-induced
BZLF1 expression (Fig. 4B). To determine if expression of BGLF2 results in virus
production in the presence of IFN-�, we treated AGS-EBV-GFP cells expressing lucifer-
ase, BGLF2, or BGLF2ΔC with IFN-� for 48 h and measured BZLF1 expression in the cell
lysates and virus production in the supernatants. Supernatants were used to infect Raji
cells, and expression of GFP in these cells indicated if infectious EBV had been released
from the AGS-EBV-GFP cells. Expression of BGLF2, but not BGLF2ΔC, was associated
with increased BZLF1 expression; BZLF1 was not suppressed by IFN-� in cells express-
ing BGLF2. Higher levels of infectious EBV were present in the supernatant of AGS-
EBV-BGLF2 cells than in supernatants of AGS-EBV-GFP cells, as detected by GFP
expression in Raji cells (Fig. 4D).

BGLF2 counteracts the ability of IFN-� to inhibit methotrexate-induced EBV
reactivation in gastric carcinoma cells. Since type I IFN inhibits methotrexate-
induced, but not BGLF2-induced EBV lytic replication in AGS-EBV-GFP cells, we further
determined if BGLF2 can counteract the inhibitory effect of type I IFN on methotrexate-
induced EBV reactivation. AGS-EBV-GFP cell lines stably expressing BGLF2 or luciferase
(AGS-EBV-BGLF2 and AGS-EBV-Luc, respectively) were treated with IFN-� and then were
incubated with methotrexate to reactivate EBV. Expression of BGLF2 induced higher
levels of BZLF1 than cells expressing luciferase (Fig. 4E). Treatment with methotrexate
induced BZLF1 expression in both luciferase and BGLF2-expressing cells, but BGLF2-
expressing cells produced a greater amount of BZLF1 than luciferase-expressing cells.
The presence of IFN-� antagonized the ability of methotrexate to induce expression of

FIG 4 BGLF2 counteracts the ability of IFN-� to inhibit EBV reactivation in AGS-EBV cells. (A) AGS-EBV-GFP cells
were treated with different doses of IFN-� for 60 min, followed by methotrexate (MTX) for 2 days, and BZLF1 and
�-actin was detected by immunoblot. (B) AGS-EBV-GFP and AGS-EBV-BGLF2-Flag cells were treated with different
doses of IFN-� for 60 min, and BZLF1 and �-actin were detected by immunoblot. (C) AGS-EBV-GFP cells stably
expressing luciferase, BGLF2-Flag, or BGLF2ΔC-Flag were treated with IFN-� for 48 h, and cell lysates were
immunoblotted with antibody to BZLF1 and �-actin. (D) Supernatants from cells in C were filtered through a
0.45-�M filter and used to infect Raji cells. After 3 days, the cells were lysed and immunoblotted for GFP to
determine if virus had been secreted from the cells. (E) AGS-EBV-GFP cells stably expressing luciferase or
BGLF2-Flag were treated with MTX, MTX and IFN-�, or dimethyl sulfoxide (DMSO) (control) for 2 days, and cell
lysates were immunoblotted with antibody to BZLF1, BGLF2, and actin.
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BZLF1 (Fig. 4E, lanes 3 and 5), while expression of BGLF2 counteracted the ability of
IFN-� to inhibit methotrexate-induced BZLF1 expression (Fig. 4E, lanes 4 and 6).

BGLF2 counteracts the ability of IFN-� to inhibit EBV reactivation in Raji cells.
Since BGLF2 reduces the phosphorylation of Tyk2, STAT1, and STAT3 and counteracts
the effects of type I IFN on EBV reactivation in AGS-EBV gastric carcinoma cells, we
postulated that BGLF2 may also counteract type I IFN suppression of EBV reactivation
in Raji cells, which are a Burkitt lymphoma cell line latently infected with EBV. Raji cells
were treated with tumor promoter 12-O-tetradecanoylphorbol-13-acetate (TPA) and
sodium butyrate for 24, 48, or 72 h in the presence of IFN-� TPA, and sodium butyrate
treatment induced BZLF1 expression at 24 h; longer treatment induced higher expres-
sion of BZLF1 (Fig. 5A). Addition of IFN-� suppressed BZLF1 expression (EBV reactiva-
tion) induced by TPA and sodium butyrate (Fig. 5A) by 2.3-, 5.3-, or 6.3-fold at 24, 48,
or 72 h of treatment, respectively. Expression of BGLF2 in Raji cells induced BZLF1
expression; treating these cells with IFN-� had little additional effect on BZLF1 expres-
sion (1.15-fold reduction) (Fig. 5B). Treating Raji cells expressing BGLF2 with TPA and
sodium butyrate further induced BZLF1 expression (Fig. 5C, lanes 1 and 2); addition of
IFN-� reduced BZLF1 expression in Raji cells expressing GFP by 3-fold, but addition of
IFN-� resulted in only a 1.9-fold reduction of BZLF1 expression in Raji cells expressing
BGLF2. In summary, IFN-� suppresses EBV reaction in gastric carcinoma cells as well as
in Raji cells, and expression of BGLF2 counteracts the ability of IFN-� to suppress EBV
reactivation.

BGLF2 inhibits STAT3 phosphorylation induced by IFN-� in Raji cells. Since
BGLF2 reduced STAT3 phosphorylation induced by IFN-� in 293T cells and inhibited
EBV reactivation in Raji cells, we determined if BGLF2 had a similar effect on STAT3
phosphorylation in Raji cells. Raji cells were electroporated with plasmids expressing
BGLF2 or GFP. EBV replication was induced with TPA and sodium butyrate for 48 h, and
then the cells were treated with IFN-� (1 � 103 U/ml) for 20 min. BGLF2 reduced the
level of p-STAT3 induced by IFN-� in Raji cells (Fig. 6A and B) and reduced the
expression of p-STAT3 and STAT3 in Raji cells in the presence of TPA and sodium
butyrate (Fig. 6C, D, and E).

The ortholog of EBV BGLF2 in herpes simplex virus and human cytomegalo-
virus do not inhibit STAT3 phosphorylation or activate p38. To determine if BGLF2
orthologs from other human herpesviruses might also inhibit type I interferon signal-
ing, we constructed plasmids expressing EBV BGLF2 orthologs with V5 epitope tags in
herpes simplex 1 (HSV1; UL16) and varicella-zoster virus (VZV; ORF44), both alphaher-

FIG 5 BGLF2 counteracts the ability of IFN-� to inhibit EBV reactivation in Raji cells. (A) Raji cells were
treated with TPA (200 nM) and sodium butyrate (NaB; 3 mM) and IFN-� (1,000 U/ml) for 24 h, 48 h, or 72 h
and immunoblotted for BZLF1 and �-actin. (B) Raji cells expressing GFP or BGLF2-V5 were treated with
or without IFN-�. (C) Raji cells expressing GFP or BGLF2-V5 were treated with TPA and sodium butyrate
with or without IFN-� for 48 h and immunoblotted for BZLF1, BGLF2, and �-actin.
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pesviruses, and in human cytomegalovirus (HCMV; UL94), a betaherpesvirus. These
plasmids were individually transfected into 293T cells, and the cells were treated with
IFN-�. Only HSV-1 UL16 and HCMV UL94 were expressed at levels similar to EBV BGLF2.
While BGLF2 inhibited phosphorylation of STAT3 and activated p38, HSV-1 UL16 and
HCMV UL94 did not inhibit STAT3 phosphorylation or activate p38 (Fig. 7).

FIG 6 BGLF2 reduces p-STAT3 induced by IFN-� in Raji cells. (A) Raji cells were electroporated with a plasmid
expressing BGLF2-V5 or GFP (control) and after 48 h were treated with 1,000 U/ml IFN-� for 20 min. (C) Raji cells
were electroporated with plasmid expressing BGLF2-V5 or GFP, treated with TPA and sodium butyrate (NaB) for
48 h, and IFN-� (1,000 U/ml) was added for 20 min. (B, D, and E) t test statistics for the ratio of p-STAT3 to STAT3
from the experiment in panel A or the ratio of STAT3/actin and p-STAT3/actin from the experiment in panel C. The
results shown in panels B, D, and E are based on three separate experiments.

FIG 7 The effects of BGLF2 and its herpesvirus orthologs on p-STAT3 and p-p38. 293T cells were
transfected with plasmids expressing EBV BGLF2, HSV-1 UL16, VZV ORF44, or CMV UL94 tagged with
V5-tag at their C terminus or empty vector pcDNA3.1 (vector control). After 48 h, the cells were treated
with IFN-� (1,000 U/ml) for 20 min, and cell lysates were immunoblotted with antibody to p-STAT3,
STAT3, p-p38, V5, and actin.

Liu et al. Journal of Virology

June 2020 Volume 94 Issue 11 e00258-20 jvi.asm.org 8

https://jvi.asm.org


DISCUSSION

We have found that EBV BGLF2 binds to Tyk2 and inhibits its phosphorylation,
resulting in reduced phosphorylation of STAT1 and STAT3 and impaired type I IFN
signaling. STAT1 is important for signaling through the IFN pathway and has a role both
in immune surveillance of EBV-infected cells and in maintaining virus latency. STAT1 is
critical for the control of EBV, and STAT1 gain of function has been associated with
overwhelming and fatal EBV infection (42). Both EBNA1 (43) and LMP1 (44, 45) upregu-
late STAT1, and STAT1 is important to maintain latency (46). The ability of BGLF2 to
inhibit phosphorylation of STAT1 may help to promote virus reactivation. BZLF1 inhibits
phosphorylation and nuclear translocation of STAT1 (47).

Like STAT1, STAT3 is important for the control of EBV by the immune system and for
maintaining virus latency. Patients with STAT3 dominant negative mutations have
higher levels of EBV in their peripheral blood mononuclear cells and higher rates of
lymphomas, some of which are EBV positive (48). LMP1 upregulates STAT3 (49) and
EBNA-2 enhances the activity of STAT3 (50). STAT3 is required for EBV-induced B cell
proliferation (51), and STAT3 inhibits lytic replication of EBV (52, 53). Thus, inhibition of
STAT3 activation by BGLF2 may help to inhibit latency and promote virus reactivation
of EBV.

BGLF2 inhibited several ISGs, including IRF1 and IRF7. Several other EBV proteins
also inhibit IFN signaling and IRF7. EBV IE protein BZLF1 inhibits IFN-�/� production by
its interaction with IRF7 (54). EBV IE protein BRLF1 inhibits transcription of IRF3 and
IRF7 and suppresses induction of IFN-� (54, 55). EBV BGLF4, the virus-encoded
protein kinase, interacts with IRF3 and reduces the amount of IRF3 recruited to
ISREs, resulting in reduced induction of type I IFNs (56). EBV BCRF1, which encodes
an interleukin-10 (IL-10) homolog (57) inhibits IFN-� secretion from primary human
B lymphocytes (58), while BARF1 inhibits IFN-� secretion from mononuclear cells (59).
EBV tegument protein LF2 interacts with IRF7, inhibiting its ability to bind and activate
the IFN-� promoter (60). EBV EBERs induce resistance to IFN-�-mediated apoptosis (61).
EBNA-2 inhibits the ability of IFN signaling to produce ISGs (23, 25). LMP1 inhibits Tyk2
phosphorylation and induces cellular microRNA miR-146a to block IFN signaling in B
cells (62, 63). LMP2A and LMP2B limit the activity of IFN by targeting IFN receptors for
degradation (64). The observation that IFN-� did not inhibit BGLF2-induced EBV lytic
replication in AGS-EBV cells may due to the fact that once EBV lytic replication is
initiated, other virus proteins also antagonize the effect of IFN.

EBV BGLF2 has homologs in the other human herpesviruses, including herpes
simplex virus (HSV) UL16, VZV ORF44, cytomegalovirus UL94, human herpesvirus 6
(HHV-6) and HHV-7 U65, and Kaposi’s sarcoma-associated herpesvirus ORF33. None of
these proteins have been shown to definitely modulate IFN signaling pathways. A
single study mapped a gene locus in the BamHI D fragment of HSV-2, which contains
portions of UL14, UL15, and UL16, with resistance to mouse IFN-�/� (65). While we
tested orthologs of BGLF2 in several other human herpesviruses, only HCMV UL94 and
HSV-1 UL16 were expressed at levels comparable to BGLF2, and the HCMV UL94 and
HSV-1 UL16 proteins did not inhibit STAT3 phosphorylation.

IFN-� inhibits the early stages of EBV reactivation (30–33) and suppresses shedding
of virus from the oropharynx of immunosuppressed persons (66). As a tegument
protein, BGLF2 is delivered to cells during infection. Therefore, EBV BGLF2 might
protect virus-infected cells from the type I IFN response when the viral protein is
present during initial EBV infection or during virus shedding from the oropharynx at a
time when epithelial cells undergo lytic replication.

MATERIALS AND METHODS
Cells. 293T (human embryonic kidney) cells were grown in Dulbecco’s modified Eagle’s medium

(DMEM) with 10% fetal bovine serum (FBS); HEK293T/17 SF cells (ATCC ACS-4500) were cultured in Gibco
Expi293 expression medium (Gibco catalog no. A14350-01) as suspension cells at 8% CO2 at 37°C.
EBV-infected Raji Burkitt lymphoma cells were grown in RPMI medium with 15% FBS, and EBV-infected
AGS-EBV-GFP cells (67) were grown in Ham’s F-12 medium with 15% FBS. 293T-BGLF2-V5 cells, which
express V5-tagged BGLF2 when incubated with doxycycline, were grown in DMEM with 10% FBS and
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described previously (39). Cell lines stably expressing BGLF2, termed 293T-BGLF2 and AGS-EBV-BGLF2, or
expressing BGLF2ΔC, termed AGS-EBV-BGLF2ΔC, or expressing luciferase, termed AGS-EBV-Luc, were
constructed by transducing cells with individual lentivirus expressing BGLF2-Flag, BGLF2ΔC-Flag, or
luciferase and selecting with blasticidin (39).

Plasmids, lentiviral vectors, cell lines, and reagents. Plasmids expressing V5-tagged BGLF2,
V5-tagged BGLF2ΔC, BGLF2, or VZV ORF13 were reported previously (39). A lentiviral vector expressing
GFP (pLJM1-EGFP) was from Addgene. IFN-� (Schering Corporation), IFN-� (Peprotech), and IFN-�
(Peprotech) were used to stimulate cells. Methotrexate (Teva Pharmaceuticals), or TPA (12-O-tetradeca-
noylphorbol-13-acetate; Cell Signaling Technology), and sodium butyrate were used to induce EBV lytic
replication in Raji cells.

Immunoblotting and antibodies. Cell lysates were fractionated in polyacrylamide gels, transferred
to nitrocellulose membranes, and incubated with mouse anti-EBV BZLF1 (sc-53904; Santa Cruz), anti-Flag
(M2; Sigma), anti-V5 (MAC1360; AbD Serotec), rabbit anti-p-p38, anti-p38, anti-p-JNK, anti-JNK, anti-p-
Tyk2, anti-Tyk2, anti-p-STAT1, anti-STAT1, anti-p-STAT2, anti-STAT2, anti-p-STAT3, anti-STAT3, and anti-
GFP (Cell Signaling Technology), or mouse or rabbit anti-actin antibody (Sigma).

RNA isolation, cDNA synthesis, and quantitative PCR. Total RNA was isolated from 293T cells
transfected with GFP or BGLF2-V5 plasmid for 24 h and treated with 1,000 U/ml IFN-� for an additional
3 h using an RNeasy minikit (Qiagen, Valencia, CA) according to the manufacturer’s instructions. RNA was
treated with recombinant DNase I (5 units/100 �l) (Roche Diagnostics, Mannheim, Germany) on the
column for 1 h at 37°C and eluted in 30 �l nuclease-free water. cDNA was synthesized from 10.4 �l RNA
(30 �l of column eluent) in a 20-�l reaction using an oligo(dT)18 primer with a Transcriptor high-fidelity cDNA
synthesis kit (Roche Diagnostics) according to the manufacturer’s instructions. Quantitative PCR (qPCR) was
performed using 1 �l of cDNA in a 15-�l reaction in triplicate with FastStart universal SYBR green master mix
(Rox) (Roche Diagnostics) in a 7500 real-time PCR system (Life Technologies). �-Actin was amplified from the
cDNA as an internal control. The program used was the following: 1 cycle of 95°C hot start for 10 min and 45
cycles of 95°C for 15 sec, 55°C for 10 sec, and 68°C for 45 sec. A dissociation curve analysis from 60°C to 95°C
was performed after every qPCR run to exclude primer-dimer formation and other nonspecific amplification.
Primer sequences used to amplify IFN stimulated genes (ISGs) and actin were IRF1 (forward, 5=-GCT GGG AGA
TCA ACA AGG AT-3=; reverse, 5=-CTT TCC TCT GGC TCT TGG TG-3=), IRF7 (forward, GCA GCG TGA GGG TGT GTC
TT-3=; reverse, 5=-GCT CCA TAA GGA AGC ACT CGA T-3=), ISG15 (forward, 5=-TGG TGG ACA AAT GCG ACG
AA-3=; reverse, 5=-CAG GCG CAG ATT CAT GAA C-3=), MxA (forward, 5=-TGA TCC ACC TGC TGC ATC CC-3=;
reverse, 5=-GGC GCA CCT TCT CCT CAT AC-3=), and �-actinF961 (5=-GCA CCC AGC ACA ATG AAG A-3=), and
�-actinR1024 (5=-CGA TCC ACA CGG AGT ACT TG-3=).
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